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Stephen M. Doniger (SBN 179314) 
stephen@donigerlawfirm.com 
Scott A. Burroughs (SBN 235718) 
scott@donigerlawfirm.com 
Howard S. Han (SBN 243406) 
hhan@donigerlawfirm.com 
DONIGER / BURROUGHS 
603 Rose Avenue 
Venice California 90291 
Telephone: (310) 590-1820 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 
 
SILVERTIP PARTNERS, LLC, a California 
limited liability company,  
 
Plaintiff, 
  
v. 
 
ASSOCIATED PRESS PHOTO 
MANAGERS, INC., a New York 
corporation; 
THEHUFFINGTONPOST.COM, INC., a 
Delaware corporation; NBC NEWS 
DIGITAL LLC, a Delaware limited liability 
company; MCNAUGHTON 
NEWSPAPERS, INC., a California 
corporation; ABC NEWS INTERACTIVE, 
INC., a Delaware corporation; YAHOO! 
INC., a Delaware corporation; LOS 
ANGELES TIMES COMMUNICATIONS 
LLC, a Delaware limited liability company; 
AL JEEZERA INTERNATIONAL (USA), 
INC., a Delaware corporation; 
NORTHWEST GEORGIA NEWS, LLC, a 
Case No.:  
 
 
  PLAINTIFF’S COMPLAINT FOR:
          
1. COPYRIGHT INFRINGEMENT
 
2. VIOLATIONS OF THE 
DIGITAL MILLENNIUM 
COPYRIGHT ACT                    
(17 U.S.C. §1202) 
 
 
     Jury Trial Demanded 
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Georgia limited liability company; 
IMPREMEDIA, LLC, a Delaware limited 
liability company; NEWSPAPERS OF NEW 
ENGLAND, INC., a Delaware corporation; 
and DOES 1 through 10, 
 
Defendants. 
 
SILVERTIP PARTNERS, LCC, by and through its undersigned attorneys, 
hereby prays to this honorable Court for relief based on the following: 
JURISDICTION AND VENUE 
1. This action arises under the Copyright Act of 1976, Title 17 U.S.C., § 101 
et seq.  
2. This Court has federal question jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1331 and 
1338 (a) and (b). 
3. Venue in this judicial district is proper under 28 U.S.C. § 1391(c) and 
1400(a) in that this is the judicial district in which a substantial part of the acts and 
omissions giving rise to the claims occurred. 
PARTIES 
4. Plaintiff SILVERTIP PARTNERS, LLC, d/b/a  (“SILVERTIP”) is a limited 
liability company organized and existing under the laws of the state of California 
with its principal place of business at 16109 Watt Way, Ramona, CA, 92065. 
5. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Defendant 
ASSOCIATED PRESS PHOTO MANAGERS, INC. (“AP”) is a corporation 
organized and existing under the laws of the state of New York with its principal 
place of business at 450 West 33rd St., New York, NY, 10001, and is doing business 
in and with the state of California. 
6. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Defendant 
THEHUFFINGTONPOST.COM, INC. (“HUFFINGTON”) is a corporation 
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organized and existing under the laws of the state of Delaware with its principal 
place of business at 770 Broadway, 4th Floor, New York, NY, 10003, and is doing 
business in and with the state of California. 
7. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Defendant NBC 
News Digital LLC (“NBC”) is a limited liability company organized and existing 
under the laws of the state of Delaware with its principal place of business at 100 
Universal City Plaza, Universal City, CA, 91608, and is doing business in and with 
the state of California. 
8. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Defendant 
MCNAUGHTON NEWSPAPERS, INC. (“MCNAUGHTON”) is a corporation 
organized and existing under the laws of the state of California with its principal 
place of business at P.O. Box 47, Fairfield, CA, 94533. 
9. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Defendant ABC 
NEWS INTERACTIVE, INC. (“ABC”) is a corporation organized and existing 
under the laws of the state of Delaware with its principal place of business at 47 
West 66th St., New York, NY, 10023, and is doing business in and with the state of 
California. 
10. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Defendant 
YAHOO! INC. (“YAHOO”) is a corporation organized and existing under the laws 
of the state of Delaware with its principal place of business at 701 First Avenue, 
Sunnyvale, CA, 94089, and is doing business in and with the state of California. 
11. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Defendant LOS 
ANGELES TIMES COMMUNICATIONS LLC (“LA TIMES”) is a limited liability 
company organized and existing under the laws of the state of Delaware with its 
principal place of business at 202 West 1st St., Los Angeles, CA, 90012, and is 
doing business in and with the state of California. 
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12. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Defendant AL 
JEZEERA INTERNATIONAL (USA), INC. (“AL JEZEERA”) is a corporation 
organized and existing under the laws of the state of Delaware with its principal 
place of business at 1627 K St., NW, Washington, DC, 20006, and is doing business 
in and with the state of California. 
13. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Defendant 
NORTHWEST GEORGIA NEWS, LLC (“GEORGIA”) is a limited liability 
company organized and existing under the laws of the state of Georgia with its 
principal place of business at P.O. Box 5007, Rome, Georgia, 30162, and is doing 
business in and with the state of California. 
14. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Defendant 
ImpreMedia, LLC (“IMPREMEDIA”) is a limited liability company organized and 
existing under the laws of the state of Delaware with its principal place of business at 
1 Tech Place, Brooklyn, New York, 11201, and is doing business in and with the 
state of California. 
15. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Defendant 
NEWSPAPERS OF NEW ENGLAND, INC. (“NEW ENGLAND”) is a corporation 
organized and existing under the laws of the state of Delaware with its principal 
place of business at 1 Monitor Drive, Concord, NH, 03301, and is doing business in 
and with the state of California. 
16. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Defendants 
DOES 1 through 10, inclusive, are other parties not yet identified who have infringed 
Plaintiff’s copyrights, have contributed to the infringement of Plaintiff’s copyrights, 
or have engaged in one or more of the wrongful practices alleged herein. The true 
names, whether corporate, individual or otherwise, of Defendants 1 through 10, 
inclusive, are presently unknown to Plaintiff, who therefore sues said Defendants by 
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such fictitious names, and will seek leave to amend this Complaint to show their true 
names and capacities when same have been ascertained.  
17. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that at all times 
relevant hereto each of the Defendants was the agent, affiliate, officer, director, 
manager, principal, alter-ego, and/or employee of the remaining Defendants and was 
at all times acting within the scope of such agency, affiliation, alter-ego relationship 
and/or employment; and actively participated in or subsequently ratified and/or 
adopted each of the acts or conduct alleged, with full knowledge of all the facts and 
circumstances, including, but not limited to, full knowledge of each violation of 
Plaintiff’s rights and the damages to Plaintiff proximately caused thereby. 
CLAIMS RELATED TO USE OF PHOTOGRAPHIC IMAGES 
18. Plaintiff SILVERTIP owns multiple original photographs (“Subject 
Works”) that have been registered or applied to be registered with the United States 
Copyright Office, including images styled D40-6131, D40-6179, D40-6191, D40-
3120, D40-3355 and D40-3400. Exemplars of the Subject Works (including 
dramatic images of one of the Chihuahua Fires that burned in San Diego County 
during the week of August 9 – 18, 2012) are attached as Exhibit 1 of this Complaint. 
19. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that following 
SILVERTIP’s creation of the Subject Works, Defendants, and each of them 
distributed images of the Subject Works without Plaintiff’s authorization and used 
the photographs for commercial purposes in various ways, including, but not limited 
to, the licensing of the images, use in articles on websites to generate “hits” to their 
online sites to increase advertising revenues, and sale of photographic prints.  
20. Exemplars of these unauthorized uses are attached as Exhibit 2 of this 
Complaint. In addition, an image of one of the Subject Works and an exemplar of on 
such infringement is set forth hereinbelow: 
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Subject Work 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Subject Photograph 
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FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(For Copyright Infringement - Against All Defendants, and Each) 
21. Plaintiff repeats, realleges and incorporates herein by reference as though 
fully set forth the allegations contained in the preceding paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
22. Defendants, and each of them, had access to the Subject Works. AP 
obtained the works from Cal-Fire San Diego, which obtained the images from 
Plaintiff on or about August 9, 2012. The remaining defendants are believed to have 
obtained the Subject Works from AP.  
23. Plaintiff authorized the use of the Subject Works in limited ways, including 
express prohibitions on commercial use of said works, a requirement that said works 
be used with proper attribution, and a requirement that said works be used only for a 
limited amount of time and only in connection with reporting on the fire that they 
depicted. Plaintiff specifically advised Defendant AP of these requirements between 
August 11, 2012 and August 21, 2012. However, Defendants, and each of them, 
offered copies of the Subject Works for sale, used them without proper attribution 
and/or used them beyond the time permitted and/or in connection with other fires, 
news stories, articles and website posts. 
24. Due to Defendants’, and each of their, acts of infringement, Plaintiff has 
suffered damages in an amount to be established at trial, and Defendants, and each of 
them, have obtained profits they would not otherwise have realized but for their 
infringement of the Subject Works.  
25. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Defendants, and 
each of them, have committed copyright infringement with actual or constructive 
knowledge of Plaintiff’s rights such that said acts of copyright infringement were, 
and continue to be, willful, intentional and malicious. 
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SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(For Violations of the Digital Millennium Copyright Act (17 U.S.C. §1202) – 
Against all Defendants, and Each) 
26. Plaintiff repeats, re-alleges, and incorporates herein by reference as 
though fully set forth, the allegations contained in the preceding paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
27. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Defendants, 
and each of them, violated 17 U.S.C. §1202(b) by intentionally removing and/or 
altering the copyright management information on the copy of the Subject 
Photographs (“Mislabeled Copies”), and distributing copyright management 
information for the Mislabeled Copies with knowledge that the copyright 
management information had been removed or altered without authority of the 
copyright owner or the law, and distributing and publicly displaying the Mislabeled 
Copies, knowing that copyright management information had been removed or 
altered without authority of the copyright owner or the law, and knowing, or, with 
respect to civil remedies under section 1203, having reasonable grounds to know, that 
the conduct would induce, enable, facilitate, or conceal an infringement of any right 
under this title. 
28.  Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Defendants, 
and each of them, violated 17 U.S.C. §1202(a) by continuing to provide and/or 
distribute false copyright management information for the Mislabeled Copies even 
after they had been informed by Plaintiff that the copyright management information 
had been removed or altered without authority of the copyright owner or the law, and 
knowing, or, with respect to civil remedies under section 1203, having reasonable 
grounds to know, that the conduct would induce, enable, facilitate, or conceal an 
infringement of any right under this title. 
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29.     Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Defendants, 
and each of them, knowingly removed and altered the copyright management 
information on the Mislabeled Copies by either cropping the copyright management 
information from the Mislabeled Copies and/or altering the copyright management 
information contained within the metadata of the Mislabeled Copies. 
30.     The above conduct is in violation of the Digital Millennium Copyright 
Act and exposes Defendants, and each of them, to additional and enhanced common 
law and statutory damages and penalties pursuant to 17 USC § 1203 and other 
applicable law.  
31.     Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Defendants, 
and each of their, conduct as alleged herein was willful, reckless, and/or with 
knowledge, and Plaintiff resultantly seeks enhanced damage and penalties. 
PRAYER FOR RELIEF 
Wherefore, Plaintiff prays for judgment as follows: 
Against All Defendants, and Each: 
 With Respect to Each Claim for Relief 
a. That Defendants, and each of them, as well as their employees, agents, 
or anyone acting in concert with them, be enjoined from infringing 
Plaintiff’s copyrights in the Subject Photographs and Subject Work, 
including without limitation an order requiring Defendants, and each of 
them, to remove any content incorporating, in whole or in part, the 
Subject Photographs or the Subject Work from any print, web, or other 
publication owned, operated, or controlled by any Defendant. 
b. That Plaintiff be awarded all profits of Defendants, and each of them, 
plus all losses of Plaintiff, plus any other monetary advantage gained by 
the Defendants, and each of them, through their infringement, the exact 
sum to be proven at the time of trial, and, to the extent available, 
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statutory damages as available under the 17 U.S.C. § 504, 17 U.S.C. 
§1203, and other applicable law.  
c. That a constructive trust be entered over any revenues or other proceeds 
realized by Defendants, and each of them, through their infringement of 
Plaintiff’s intellectual property rights;  
d. That Plaintiff be awarded his attorneys’ fees as available under the 
Copyright Act U.S.C. § 101 et seq.; 
e. That Plaintiff be awarded his costs and fees under the statutes set forth 
above;  
f. That Plaintiff be awarded statutory damages and/or penalties under the 
statues set forth above;  
g. That Plaintiff be awarded pre-judgment interest as allowed by law; 
h. That Plaintiff be awarded the costs of this action; and 
i. That Plaintiff be awarded such further legal and equitable relief as the 
Court deems proper. 
 
 Plaintiff demands a jury trial on all issues so triable pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 
38 and the 7th Amendment to the United States Constitution.  
        Respectfully submitted, 
Dated: July 24, 2015            DONIGER/BURROUGHS 
                                  By:  /s/ Stephen M. Doniger 
       Stephen M. Doniger, Esq. 
       Howard S. Han, Esq. 
       Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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